\ORKSHEET
FRST AVENDMENT -FREEDOM OF SPEFCH

YOUR GROUP HAS BEEN ASSIGNED THE TOPC OF FREEDOM OF SPEECH. TO ANSWER QUESTIONS 1-3, YOU WILL NEED TO DO SOVE RESEARCH,  FF I DEFENSE OF
| BERTY. CHAPTER LI (STARTS ON PAGE L13) THE CCOBBLESTONE ISSUE OF OUR FIRST AVENDVENT FREEDOM OF SPEECH PAGES 1-2] OR CLASSROOM TEYTROOKS OR
ENCYCLOPEDIAS THAT DEAL WTH THE EARLY DAYS OF THE OOLONIES AND CREATION OF THE BILL OF RIGHTS.  INTERNET SOURCES WOULD ALSO BE HELPFUL, PARTICU-
LARLY THE NATIONAL CONSTITUTION CXNTER (NTERACTVE CONSTITUTION) HITP/ A CONSTITUTIONCENTER ORG/NDEY ASP AND NEWSELM HTTP/ ARMNRWSELM
ORG/EDUCATIONCENTERTEACHNGTOOLS/NDEXHTM \IRITE YOUR ANGWERS ON THE BACK. OF THE PAGE OR ATTACH A SHEET OF PAPER

1 \HAT DOFS "FREEDOM OF SPEFCH" MEAN? \VHY WIAS T MPORTANT TO THE OOLONISTS?

9 EYPLAN HOW THE ALIEN AND SEDITION ACTS (798 PLACED LMTS O FREEDOM OF SPEECH

3. NVHAT KNDS OF SITUATIONS DO YOU THAK IT WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE TO LMIT FREEDOM OF SPEECH? GIVE EXAMPLES,

LI READ THE FOLLOWNG SLMMIRY OF THE SUPREVE COLRT CASE TIWER V. DES MONES INDEPENDENT COMMUNTY SoHO0L DISTREET 393 US, 503 (1949)

DEC. 16, 1065, MARY BETH TIMER. 13, FROMDES MONES, IOWA WORE A BLACK ARVBAND \WTH A PEACE SIMBOL TO CLASS AT \WARREN HARDNG R HIGH. 1T WAS A
PROTEST FOR THOSE \WHO DIED N VETNAM AND TO SUPPORT A TRUCE. [T HAD BEEN AVNOLNCED BY THE SCHOOL TWO DAYS EARLIER THAT ANY STUDENT WHO WORE
AN ARM BAND TO SCHOOL AND REFUSED TO REVOVE IT WWOULD BE SUSPENDED. BOTH MIRY BETH AND ANOTHER STUDENT CHRISTOPHER FOXHARDT. WERE SUSPENDED,
MIRY BETHS BROTHER JOHN WAS ALSO SUSPENDED THE FOLLOW DAY FOR IEARNG ONE

AFTER THE WINTER BREAK. THESE STUDENTS DIDN'T WEAR THE ARM BANDS, BUT CHALLENGED THE RULNG THROUGH THER FATHERS. THE SUT FILED N US, DISTRCT
OOURT CLANED THAT CHILDREN HAVE THE SAVE CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS TO FREF SPEECH INGDE SCHOOL AS THEY DO QUTSIDE OF IT. THE U S, DISTRICT COURT
DISAGRED, THEY ACKNOWEDGED THAT ARM BANDS WERE A FORM OF SPEECH BUT DECIDED THAT IT WAS THE "DISCIPLIVED ATMOSPHERE OF THE CLASSROOM" NEEDED
TO BE PROTECTED OVER THE STUDENT'S FREE SPEFCH RIGHTS,  THE STUDENTS APPEALED BUT THE US, COURT OF APPEALS. THE JUSTICES OF THIS OOURT \IERE
NOT N AGREEVENT OVER THE CASE SO THE RULNG AGANST THE STUDENTS REMANED IN EFFECT. THE NEXT STEP WAS THE SUPREME (COURT O ISSUED 7S RULNG
ON FiB. 21 1049,

HOWWOULD YOU DECDE THS CAGE?



